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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions - Election of Species Requirement 

This application contains claims directed to the following patentably distinct 
species: 

SPECIES I -Fig. 1; 
OR 

SPECIES II -Fig. 5. 

The species are independent or distinct because claims to the different species 
recite the mutually exclusive characteristics of such species. In addition, these species 
are not obvious variants of each other based on the current record. 

Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single disclosed species for 
prosecution on the merits to which the claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is 
finally held to be allowable. Currently, at least independent claim 1 appears to be 
generic. 

There is an examination and search burden for these patentably distinct species 
due to their mutually exclusive characteristics. The species require a different field of 
search (e.g., searching different classes/subclasses or electronic resources, or 
employing different search queries); and/or the prior art applicable to one species would 
not likely be applicable to another species; and/or the species are likely to raise different 
non-prior art issues under 35 U.S.C. 101 and/or 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph. 
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Applicant is advised that the reply to this requirement to be complete must 
include (i) an election of a species to be examined even though the requirement 
may be traversed (37 CFR 1 .143) and (ii) identification of the claims encompassing 
the elected species, including any claims subsequently added. An argument that a 
claim is allowable or that all claims are generic is considered nonresponsive unless 
accompanied by an election. 

The election of the species may be made with or without traverse. To preserve a 
right to petition, the election must be made with traverse. If the reply does not distinctly 
and specifically point out supposed errors in the election of species requirement, the 
election shall be treated as an election without traverse. Traversal must be presented at 
the time of election in order to be considered timely. Failure to timely traverse the 
requirement will result in the loss of right to petition under 37 CFR 1 .144. If claims are 
added after the election, applicant must indicate which of these claims are readable on 
the elected species. 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably 
distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record 
showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the 
case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the species unpatentable over the 
prior art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
of the other species. 
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Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration 
of claims to additional species which depend from or otherwise require all the limitations 
of an allowable generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1 .141 . 

During a telephone conversation with Mr. Thomas M. Wozny on or about March 
12, 2008 a provisional election was made with right to traverse to prosecute the 
invention of SPECIES I (i.e., Fig. 1), claims 20-22, 25-33, and 35-37. Affirmation of this 
election must be made by applicant in replying to this Office action. Claims 23, 24, and 
34 are withdrawn from further consideration by the examiner, 37 CFR 1 .142(b), as 
being drawn to a non-elected invention. 

Priority 

Receipt Is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

The Information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 25 October 2005 Is In 
compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the information disclosure 
statement has been considered by the examiner. 



Drawings 

The drawings are objected to because: 
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(1) Figs. 3 and 4, any structure that is below another structure should be shown 
in dashed or phantom lines; 

(2) Fig. 4 does not appear to be a true cross-section of Fig. 1 because the two 
holes (24, 24) are not both on the right side of the axle hole and the cut-out section (27) 
is truncated V-shaped and not rounded as is shown in Fig. 1 ; and 

(3) the same reference numerals should not be used for both embodiments of 

the invention according to the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP) § 

608.01(g), second paragraph, which states as follows: 

The reference characters must be properly applied, no single 
reference character being used for two different parts or for a given part 
and a modification of such part. In the latter case, the reference 
character, applied to the given part, with a prime affixed may 
advantageously be applied to the modification. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
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Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .84(h)(5) because Figure 2 (i.e., 
Fig. 2 actually contains two separate drawing figures which should be separated) 
show(s) modified forms of construction in the same view. Corrected drawing sheets in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the 
appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, 
the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief 
description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement 
sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each 
drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top 
margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121 (d). If 
the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and 
informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Specification 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Since many examiners use the title of the invention for searching purposes, the 
examiner suggests that Applicants amend the title of the invention to one that is clearly 
indicative of the patentable feature of the invention. However, should Applicants 
choose not to amend the title of the invention, the examiner will amend the title of the 
invention at the time of allowance, if any (pursuant to the Manual of Patent Examining 
Procedure (MPEP) § 606.01 , wherein it states that "[i]f a satisfactory title is not supplied 
by the applicant, the examiner may, at the time of allowance, change the title by 
examiner's amendment."). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 20-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 20, lines 8-9, the recitation of "each member of each of said pair of spaced 
rollers" is vague, indefinite, and confusing as lacking antecedent basis because no 
"member" has been previously introduced 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl^ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 20-22, 25, 26, 29, 30, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over HOLDEN (U.S. Patent No. 5,626,241) in view of HESSE. 
JR. ET AL. (U.S. Patent No. 5,193,386). 

As to claim 20 (and as best understood despite the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, indefiniteness discussed above), HOLDEN discloses a motorcycle wheel 
maintenance support, said support comprising: 

a base frame (46 in Fig. 6)) having a pair of opposed side walls (54, 54); 

a working area (60) defined within said base frame (46), between said side walls 
(54, 54); 

a pair of spaced parallel axles (74 in Fig. 10) extending transversely across said 
working area from one said side wall to the other said side wall, 

HOLDEN fails to explicitly disclose that each said axle being provided with a pair 
of spaced rollers adapted to support a motorcycle wheel thereon; and wherein each 
member of each said pair of spaced rollers is freely rotatable about its respective axle 
independently of the other member of said pair, and wherein each pair of rollers co- 
operates to present a generally V-shaped profile to a motorcycle wheel to be located on 
said maintenance support. 
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HESSE. JR. ET AL. discloses that is it well known in the art for each axle (see 
Figs. 4A, 4B, 5, and 7 and col.3, lines 47-48 wherein it states that the rollers may be 
independently, rotatably mounted) to be provided with a pair of spaced rollers (22, 23 
and 20, 21) "adapted to support a motorcycle wheel thereon" (the structure of HESSE. 
JR. ET AL. is capable of performing the recited intended use within quotation marl<s), 
wherein each member (any of 22, 23, 20, 21 ) of each said pair of spaced rollers (22, 23 
and 20, 21) is freely rotatable about its respective axle independently of the other 
member (any of 22, 23, 20, 21) of said pair (22, 23 and 20, 21), and wherein each pair 
of rollers (22, 23 and 20, 21) co-operates to present a generally V-shaped profile "to a 
motorcycle wheel to be located on said maintenance support "(the structure of HESSE. 
JR. ET AL. is capable of performing the recited intended use within quotation marks). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the support of HOLDEN by making each axle be provided 
with a pair of spaced rollers which are freely rotatable thereon independently of the 
other roller, wherein each pair of rollers co-operates to present a generally V-shaped 
profile as taught by HESSE. JR. ET AL. in order to better support the single motorcycle 
wheel as it rolls onto the rollers of the frame. 

As to claim 21 (and as best understood despite the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, indefiniteness discussed above), HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. 
discloses the motorcycle wheel maintenance support of claim 20 as discussed above, 
and the resulting support from the combination of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET 
AL. also discloses that each axle (74 of HOLDEN in Fig. 10) is generally cylindrical and 
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each roller (68, 68 separated from 70 as taught by HESSE. JR. ET AL. ) is generally 
conical or frusto-conical. 

As to claim 22 (and as best understood despite the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, indefiniteness discussed above), HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. 
discloses the motorcycle wheel maintenance support of claim 21 as discussed above, 
and the resulting support from the combination of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET 
AL. also discloses that each axle (74 of HOLDEN in Fig. 10) is freely rotatable relative 
to the base frame (46 of HOLDEN in Fig. 6). 

As to claim 25 (and as best understood despite the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, indefiniteness discussed above), HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. 
discloses the motorcycle wheel maintenance support of claim 20 as discussed above, 
and the resulting support from the combination of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET 
AL. also discloses that a bearing (70 of HOLDEN separated from rollers 68, 68 of 
HOLDEN as taught by HESSE. JR. ET AL. ) is located centrally on each axle (74, 74 of 
HOLDEN), said bearing (70 of HOLDEN separated from rollers 68, 68 of HOLDEN as 
taught by HESSE. JR. ET AL. ) maintaining the separation between each pair of spaced 
rollers (68, 68 of HOLDEN separated from 70 of HOLDEN as taught by HESSE. JR. ET 
AL). 

As to claim 26 (and as best understood despite the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, indefiniteness discussed above), HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. 
discloses the motorcycle wheel maintenance support of claim 20 as discussed above, 
and the resulting support from the combination of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET 
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AL. also discloses that the base frame (46 of HOLDEN) further comprises a pair of 
opposed end walls (end of 56 and 58 of Figs. 6 and 7 of HOLDEN ). 

As to claim 29 (and as best understood despite the 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 
paragraph, indefiniteness discussed above), HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. 
discloses the motorcycle wheel maintenance support of claim 20 as discussed above, 
and the resulting support from the combination of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET 
AL. also discloses that each end of each axle (74, 74 of HOLDEN) extends through a 
mounting hole (52, 52 of HOLDEN) provided in the side walls (54, 54 of HOLDEN). 

As to claim 30 (and as best understood despite the 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 
paragraph, indefiniteness discussed above), HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. 
discloses the motorcycle wheel maintenance support of claim 29 as discussed above, 
and the resulting support from the combination of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET 
AL also discloses that each end of each axle (74, 74 of HOLDEN ) is provided with a 
bearing (either 76, 67 or 72, 72 of Fig. 10 of HOLDEN) "adapted to be mounted in a 
mounting hole"(the structure of the resulting support of the combination of HOLDEN in 
view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. is capable of performing the recited intended use within 
quotation marks). 

As to claim 32 (and as best understood despite the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, indefiniteness discussed above), HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. 
discloses the motorcycle wheel maintenance support of claim 29 as discussed above, 
and the resulting support from the combination of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET 
AL. also discloses that the side walls (54, 54 of HOLDEN) are provided with a series of 
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mounting holes (see 52, 52, 52, 52 in Fig. 6 of HOLDEN) spaced along the length 
thereof, and the axles (74, 74 of HOLDEN ) "are adapted to be removably mounted in 
said holes, thus enabling the size of the working area to be varied"(the structure of the 
resulting support of the combination of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. is 
capable of performing the recited intended use within quotation marks). 

Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
HOLDEN (U.S. Patent No. 5,626,241) in view of HESSE. JR. ETAL. (U.S. Patent No. 
5,193,386), as applied to claim 26 above, and further in view of SMITH ET AL. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,540,470). 

As to claim 27 (and as best understood despite the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, indefiniteness discussed above), HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. 
discloses the motorcycle wheel maintenance support of claim 26 as discussed above, 
and the resulting support from the combination of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET 
AL. also discloses that one (56 of HOLDEN) said end walls (end of 56 and 58 of Figs. 6 
and 7 of HOLDEN) is inclined to form a ramp "suitable for permitting a motorcycle wheel 
to enter and exit the working area" (the structure of the resulting support from the 
combination of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. is capable of performing the 
recited intended use within quotation marks). 

Neither HOLDEN nor HESSE. JR. ETAL. explicitly discloses that each of said 
end walls is inclined to form a ramp. 
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SMITH ET AL. discloses that it is extremely well known in the art to have a ramp 
(40, 42) at both end walls. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the support of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. by 

making both end walls form ramps as taught by SMITH ET AL. in order to be able to 
have the motorcycle wheel have easy entrance or exit from the support from both end 
walls. 

Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
HOLDEN (U.S. Patent No. 5,626,241) in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. (U.S. Patent No. 
5,193,386) and SMITH ET AL. (U.S. Patent No. 6,540,470), as applied to claim 27 
above, and further in view of STARZMAN (U.S. Patent No. 698,231). 

As to claim 28 (and as best understood despite the 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 
paragraph, indefiniteness discussed above), HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. 
and SMITH ET AL. discloses the motorcycle wheel maintenance support of claim 27 as 
discussed above. 

None of HOLDEN , HESSE, JR. ETAL. . and SMITH ET AL. explicitly discloses 
that each said ramp is formed with a generally V-shaped cut-out portion adjacent its 
upper edge, said cut-out portion being aligned with the generally V-shaped profile of the 
rollers. 

STARZMAN disclose that each said ramp is formed with a cut-out portion (see 
cut-out portion in front and rear 4 in Fig. 1) adjacent its upper edge, said cut-out portion 
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(upper rounded edge of front and rear 4) being aligned with the profile of the rollers (5, 
5). 

STARZMAN fails to explicitly disclose that the cut-out portions are generally V- 
shaped. 

However, it is well settled that changes in shape do not constitute a patentable 
difference. See In re Dailey, 357 F.2d 669, 149 USPQ 47 (CCPA 1966), wherein the 
court held that the configuration of the claimed disposable plastic nursing container was 
a matter of choice which a person of ordinary skill in the art would have found obvious 
absent persuasive evidence that the particular configuration of the claimed container 
was significant. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the support of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. 
and SMITH ET AL. by having cut-portions at the upper edge of the front and rear ramps 
and making that cut-out portion be of the same shape as the profile of the rollers as 
taught by STARZMAN in order to make it easier for a wheel to pass over the ramp and 
onto the rollers. 

Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
HOLDEN (U.S. Patent No. 5,626,241) in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. (U.S. Patent No. 
5,193,386), as applied to claim 30 above, and further in view of WENTZ (U.S. 
Patent No. 1,014,106). 
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As to claim 31 (and as best understood despite the 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 
paragrapli, indefiniteness discussed above), HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. 
discloses the motorcycle wheel maintenance support of claim 30 as discussed above. 

Neither HOLDEN nor HESSE. JR. ET AL. explicitly discloses that each said 
bearing is provided with a flange, to retain the rollers centrally on their respective axles. 

WENTZ discloses that it is extremely old and well known in the art to use 
bearings (see Fig. 5) that are provided with a flange (19) "to retain the rollers centrally 
on their respective axles" (the structure of WENTZ is capable of performing the recited 
intended use within quotation marks). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the support of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. by 
making the bearing have a flange as taught by WENTZ in order to retain the rollers 
centrally on their respective axles. 

Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
HOLDEN (U.S. Patent No. 5,626,241) in view of HESSE. JR. ETAL. (U.S. Patent No. 
5,193,386), as applied to claim 32 above, and further in view of HOLSCLAW (U.S. 
Patent No. 2,889,945). 

As to claim 33 (and as best understood despite the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, indefiniteness discussed above), HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. 
discloses the motorcycle wheel maintenance support of claim 32 as discussed above. 
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Neither HOLDEN nor HESSE, JR. ET AL. explicitly discloses that each end of 
each axle is provided with a clip to enable removable mounting of said axle in its 
respective mounting hole. 

HOLSCLAW discloses that each end of each axle (37, 37 in Figs. 4 and 5) is 
provided with a clip (39) "to enable removable mounting of said axle in its respective 
mounting hole" (the structure of HOLSCLAW is capable of performing the recited 
intended use within quotation marks). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the support of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. by 
providing the ends of the axles with clips as taught by HOLSCLAW in order to 
removable retain the rollers on their axles for repair or replacement. 

Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
HOLDEN (U.S. Patent No. 5,626,241) in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. (U.S. Patent No. 
5,193,386), as applied to claim 20 above, and further in view of MORGAN (U.S. 
Patent No. 967,654). 

As to claim 35 (and as best understood despite the 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 
paragraph, indefiniteness discussed above), HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. 
discloses the motorcycle wheel maintenance support of claim 20 as discussed above. 

Neither HOLDEN nor HESSE. JR. ET AL. explicitly discloses that the base frame 
further comprises a generally rectangular base member extending beneath said working 
area. 
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MORGAN discloses tliat tine base frame (10) further comprises a generally 
rectangular base member (22) extending beneath said working area. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the support of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. by 
making the base frame have a generally rectangular base member extending beneath 
the working area as taught by HQLSCLAW in order to be able to enclose the working 
parts for protection against damage. 

Claims 36 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over HOLDEN (U.S. Patent No. 5,626,241) in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. fU.S. 
Patent No. 5,193,386), as applied to claim 20 above, and further in view of OMORI 
(U.S. Patent No. 4,026,546). 

As to claim 36 (and as best understood despite the 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 
paragraph, Indefiniteness discussed above), HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. 
discloses the motorcycle wheel maintenance support of claim 20 as discussed above. 

Neither HOLDEN nor HESSE. JR. ET AL. explicitly discloses a plurality of feet 
provided on the underside of the base frame. 

OMORI discloses a plurality of feet (17 on front and back 28 in Figs. 3 and 4) 
provided on the underside of the base frame (29, 28, 31 ). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the support of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. by 
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including a plurality of feet on the underside of the base frame as taught by OMORI in 
order to prevent the support from sliding on the surface it is resting on. 

As to claim 37 (and as best understood despite the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, indefiniteness discussed above), HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. 
discloses the motorcycle wheel maintenance support of claim 20 as discussed above. 

Neither HOLDEN nor HESSE. JR. ETAL. explicitly discloses that the underside 
of the base frame is provided with an anti-slip material. 

OMORI discloses that on the underside of the base frame (29, 28, 31) is 
provided with an anti-slip material (stay 17 in Figs. 3 and 4 and discussed at col. 1, line 
62 through col. 2, line 4). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the support of HOLDEN in view of HESSE. JR. ET AL. by 
making the underside of the base frame have anti-slip material as taught by OMORI in 
order to prevent the support from sliding on the surface it is resting on. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Safavi whose telephone number is (571)-272- 
7046. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 8:00 am to 
5:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lanna Mai can be reached on (571 )-272-6867. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571 )-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Michael Safavi/ 

Michael Safavi, Primary Examiner 
June 23, 2008 



